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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-14 are pending. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 1-8 are objected to because of the following informality: they are written in an 
outline format ((a), (b), etc.), and should be written in sentence form. Appropriate correction 
is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed in the 
United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international 
application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United States and was 
published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-3 and 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Donohue et al. (U.S. 5,987,480) 

5. With respect to claim 1, Donohue teaches a method of operating a browser application 
with a connection to a data network comprising: 

Retrieving a template containing one or more inclusion markups (Donohue, Fig. 3B, 
element 56; col. 10, lines 49-51); parsing the template for the inclusion markups (Donohue, 
Fig. 3B, element 58; col. 10, lines 51-59); retrieving from a server connected to the data 
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network an included data object identified in an inclusion markup (Donohue, Fig. 3B, 
element 62; col. 10, lines 60-65); assembling the template and the included data objects to 
create a data page that can be displayed to the user (Donohue, Fig. 3C, element 82; col. 1 1, 
lines 16-18). 

6. With respect to claim 2, Donohue teaches the invention described in claim 1, including 
where the template is retrieved from a cache (Donohue, col. 10, lines 49-51). 

7. With respect to claim 3, Donohue teaches the invention described in claim 1, including 
where the inclusion markup identifying the included data object also identifies at least one 
alternative source for the included data object (Donohue, col. 7, lines 34-43). 

8. With respect to claim 8, Donohue teaches a device-readable medium storing a scripting 
program for performing a method of operating a browser application with a connection to a 
data network, the method comprising the steps of: 

Retrieving a template containing one or more inclusion markups (Donohue, Fig. 3B, 
element 56; col. 10, lines 49-51); parsing the template for the inclusion markups (Donohue, 
Fig. 3B, element 58; col. 10, lines 51-59); retrieving from a server connected to the data 
network an included data object identified in an inclusion markup (Donohue, Fig. 3B, 
element 62; col. 10, lines 60-65); assembling the template and the included data objects to 
create a data page that can be displayed to the user (Donohue, Fig. 3C, element 82; col. 11, 
lines 16-18). 
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9. With respect to claim 9, Donohue teaches the invention described in claim 8, including 
where the template is retrieved from a cache (Donohue, col. 10, lines 49-51). 



10. With respect to claim 10, Donohue teaches the invention described in claim 8, including 
where the inclusion markup identifying the included data object also identifies at least one 
alternative source for the included data object (Donohue, col. 7, lines 34-43). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

11. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

12. Claims 4-6 and 11-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Donohue and further in view of Wood et al. ("Document Object Model (DOM) Level 1 
Specification."). 

Donohue teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a system and method 
for delivering documents having dynamic content embedded over the Internet. Document 
templates are created by embedding dynamic tags and flow directives in markup language 
documents, the dynamic tags and flow directives containing one or more names of content 
stored in the data source. The server computer populates the document template with content 
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stored n the data source based on respective values of content corresponding to names in the 
dynamic tags and flow directives and delivers the populated document to the client computer 
(Donohue, see Abstract). 

13. With respect to claim 4, Donohue teaches the invention described in claim 1, including 
assembling the template and the included data objects to create a data page that can be 
displayed to the user (Donohue, Fig. 3C, element 82; col. 1 1, lines 16-18). 

Donohue does not explicitly teach the use of XML. 

However, Wood teaches the invention including where the template and the data objects 
are expressed in XML (Wood, "What is the Document Object Model?," "Introduction" page 
1, paragraph 1). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Donohue in view of Wood in order to enable the use of XML. One 
would be motivated to do so in order to make use of a well-known structured language that 
presents data as documents. 

14. With respect to claim 5, Donohue teaches the invention described in claim 1, including 
where assembling the template and the included data objects to create a data page that can be 
displayed to the user (Donohue, Fig. 3C, element 82; col. 1 1, lines 16-18). 

Donohue does not explicitly teach the use of document object model trees. 
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However, Wood teaches the invention including a document object model tree ("What is 
the Document Object Model?," "What the Document Object Model is, 5 ' page 2 "In the DOM, 
documents have a logical structure which is very much like a tree."). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Donohue in view of Wood in order to enable the use of document object 
model trees. One would be motivated to do so in order to make use of an API that defines the 
logical structure of documents and the way a document is accessed and manipulated. 

15. With respect to claim 6, Donohue teaches the invention described in claim 5, including 
retrieving from a server connected to the data network an included data object identified in 
an inclusion markup (Donohue, Fig. 3B, element 62; col. 10, lines 60-65). 

Donohue does not explicitly teach the use of document object model trees. 

However, Wood teaches the invention including a document object model tree ("What is 
the Document Object Model?," "What the Document Object Model is," page 2 "In the DOM, 
documents have a logical structure which is very much like a tree."). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Donohue in view of Wood in order to enable the use of document object 
model trees. One would be motivated to do so in order to make use of an API that defines the 
logical structure of documents and the way a document is accessed and manipulated. 
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16. With respect to claim 11, Donohue teaches the invention described in claim 8, including 
assembling the template and the included data objects to create a data page that can be 
displayed to the user (Donohue, Fig. 3C, element 82; col. 1 1, lines 16-18). 

Donohue does not explicitly teach the use of XML. 

However, Wood teaches the invention including where the template and the data objects 
are expressed in XML (Wood, "What is the Document Object Model?," "Introduction" page 
1, paragraph 1). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Donohue in view of Wood in order to enable the use of XML. One 
would be motivated to do so in order to make use of a well-known structured language that 
presents data as documents. 

17. With respect to claim 12, Donohue teaches the invention described in claim 8, including 
where assembling the template and the included data objects to create a data page that can be 
displayed to the user (Donohue, Fig. 3C, element 82; col. 11, lines 16-18). 

Donohue does not explicitly teach the use of document object model trees. 

However, Wood teaches the invention including a document object model tree ("What is 
the Document Object Model?," "What the Document Object Model is," page 2 "In the DOM, 
documents have a logical structure which is very much like a tree."). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Donohue in view of Wood in order to enable the use of document object 
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model trees. One would be motivated to do so in order to make use of an API that defines the 
logical structure of documents and the way a document is accessed and manipulated. 

18. With respect to claim 13, Donohue teaches the invention described in claim 12, including 
retrieving from a server connected to the data network an included data object identified in 
an inclusion markup (Donohue, Fig. 3B, element 62; col. 10, lines 60-65). 

Donohue does not explicitly teach the use of document object model trees. 

However, Wood teaches the invention including a document object model tree ("What is 
the Document Object Model?," "What the Document Object Model is, 5 ' page 2 "In the DOM, 
documents have a logical structure which is very much like a tree."). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Donohue in view of Wood in order to enable the use of document object 
model trees. One would be motivated to do so in order to make use of an API that defines the 
logical structure of documents and the way a document is accessed and manipulated. 



19. Claims 7 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Donohue 
and further in view of Tsimelzon et al. ("ESI Language Specification 1.0"). 

Donohue teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a system and method 
for delivering documents having dynamic content embedded over the Internet. Document 
templates are created by embedding dynamic tags and flow directives in markup language 
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documents, the dynamic tags and flow directives containing one or more names of content 
stored in the data source. The server computer populates the document template with content 
stored n the data source based on respective values of content corresponding to names in the 
dynamic tags and flow directives and delivers the populated document to the client computer 
(Donohue, see Abstract). 

20. With respect to claim 7, Donohue teaches the invention described in claim 1, including 
retrieving from a server connected to the data network an included data object identified in 
an inclusion markup (Donohue, Fig. 3B, element 62; col. 10, lines 60-65). 

Donohue does not teach the use of an ESI inclusion statement. 

However, Tsimelzon teaches the inclusion markups expressed using ESI (Tsimelzon, 
page 5, "3.1 Include."). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Donohue in view of Tsimelzon in order to enable the use of ESI 
inclusion statements. One would be motivated to do so in order to allow for dynamic content 
assembly at an end-user's browser. 

21. With respect to claim 14, Donohue teaches the invention described in claim 8, including 
retrieving from a server connected to the data network an included data object identified in 
an inclusion markup (Donohue, Fig. 3B, element 62; col. 10, lines 60-65). 

Donohue does not teach the use of an ESI inclusion statement. 
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However, Tsimelzon teaches the inclusion markups are expressed using ESI (Tsimelzon, 
page 5, a 3.1 Include.")- 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Donohue in view of Tsimelzon in order to enable the use of ESI 
inclusion statements. One would be motivated to do so in order to allow for dynamic content 
assembly at an end-user's browser. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Alicia Baturay whose telephone number is (571) 272-3981. The examiner 
can normally be reached at 7:30am - 5pm, Monday - Thursday, and every other Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Saleh 
Najjar can be reached on (571) 272-4006. The fax number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be 
obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Alicia Baturay 
September 26, 2005 
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